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that of injurer and injured, and the only claim of the
offender to forgiveness was that he was a human being,
there forgiveness seems not only not to have been
practised, but not to have been enjoined nor approved.
People not only did not forgive their enemies, but did not
wish to do so, nor think better of themselves for having
done so. That man considered himself fortunate who on
his deathbed could say, in reviewing his past life, that no
one had done more good to' his friends or more mischief
to his enemies. This was the celebrated felicity of Sulla;
this is the crown of Xenophon's panegyric on Cyrus the
Younger. No one in antiquity was more capable of
amiable feelings than Cicero. Yet so much could he
gloat over the misfortunes of an enemy, that in the second
year after the death of Clodius he dates a letter the
560th day after the Battle of Bovillse—that is, the fray
in which Clodius was killed. This is to be noted not
merely as an indication of the feeling which Cicero could
cherish, but of the state of public opinion which could
permit him, without any sense of degradation, to display
the feeling to a friend. Still more striking is an example
which may be drawn from the life of Julius Csesar. He
is eminent in antiquity as one who knew how to forgive.-
It is much to his credit that his execution of Vercin-
getorix on the occasion of his fourfold triumph has always
been considered a blemish upon his career. The execu-
tion of the conquered general was a regular and im-
portant part of the triumphal ceremony; there could be
no reason, except Caesar's extraordinary clemency, to ex-
pect that it would be omitted on this occasion. And yet
the expectation was general.* Why did he disappoint it ?
* See Dio Cassius, xl, 41.

